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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 


A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, how^ever, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailir\g date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 01 October 2001 . 
2a)[Sl This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-24 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1^ is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) |EI The drawing(s) filed on 13 June 2000 is/are: a)n accepted or b)|Sl objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

1 ) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review {PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Otiner: 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office ~ ~~ 

PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No. 5 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . Figure 1 should be designated by a legend such as —Prior Art- because only 
that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). See applicant's specification 
page 2, line 7. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Applicant discloses that the support plate is "substantially parallel" to the base plate. Is 
applicant disclosing that there is a gap between the base plate and the support plate? 
Are both plates touching each other? What degree of angle would be considered 
"substantially parallel"? From the claim, it seems like if the support plate and base plate 
would have to contact each other or not and also, substantially parallel would mean that 
there is a certain degree of angle different between the plates. Moreover, the 
specifications might give some explanation pertaining to the claim, but the claim is 
vague and unclear. It what way are the plates been placed? In front of each other? Are 
the end faces of both plates facing each other? 

In order to advance prosecution in the merits, the Prior Art will be applied 
as best understood by the examiner. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following Is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, nnore than one year priorto the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Wang. 
Wang discloses a bracket assembly for a dynamo electric machine with a base 

plate 32 and a bracket support assembly 41 extending from said base plate, said 
bracket support assembly comprising a first end plate, a second end plate and a 
support member connected to at least one support plate (see figure 1). Also, the base 
plate and support plate are substantially planar and are substantially parallel to each 
other. Moreover, the bracket support assembly further comprises at least one 
intermediate end plate located between said first end plate and said second end plate 
(see figure 1) and the support member is curved, at least one intermediate end 
extending radially from the support member. Also, at least one support plate comprises 
a semi-annular plate (see figure 3) and the base plate and said bracket support 
assembly form at least one enclosure. Wang further discloses that the bracket is 
symmetrical and the intermediate region comprises an arc segment. 
Also, the dynamoelectric machine has a frame 20, a stator 71 disposed in said frame 
and comprising a stator bore (see figure 3, claim 1 ), a rotor 12 within said stator bore 
and comprising a rotor shaft 30, a bearing assembly 163 for supporting said rotor shaft 
30. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 10/01/01 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

According to the IVIodern Dictionary of Electronics by Rudolf F. Graf dictionary, 
dynamoelectric means pertaining to the relationship between mechanical force and 
electrical energy and vice versa, therefore Wang, indeed, discloses a dynamoelectric 
machine. Also, according the claims, the base plate, bracket support, first and second 
end plates are very broad since most of the claims do not disclose as to how are those 
supports and plates connected to each other. The claims only recite that the invention 
has a base plate, support plate, etc, but do not give any structural definition of the 
invention. The applicant was given attention in the previous office action to notice 
figures 1 , 3 and the bracket support as well as other components were given numerical 
numbers to identify the components. To make it clearer, in figure 16, notice that the 
support assembly comprises a first and second end plates 41 . The intermediate 
member would be any support structure in between those end plates since the claims 
are not specific enough as to what an intermediate end plate is nor an intermediate 
end plate is defined in the claims. Notice also in figure 15, support plates, which are 
substantially parallel to the base plate 32 and each support plate comprises a plurality 
of plates. See reference if more clarification is needed. As it stands, the claims are 
very broad, especially claims 1-13 and the brackets and plates are not defined at all in 
the claims nor give any structural definitions as to how those parts are placed together, 
therefore just about any related art could be applied to them. 
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7. In response to applicant's arguments, the recitation of the dynamoelectric 
machine has not been given patentable weight because the recitation occurs in the 
preamble, A preamble is generally not accorded any patentable weight where it merely 
recites the purpose of a process or the intended use of a structure, and where the body 
of the claim does not depend on the preamble for completeness but, instead, the 
process steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. See In re Hirao, 535 
F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 
USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). 


8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 


Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tine 
examiner sliould be directed to Julio C. Gonzalez whose telephone number is (703) 
305-1563. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8AM-5PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nestor Ramirez can be reached on (703) 308-1371. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
308-7722 for regular communications and (703) 305-1341 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0956. 
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December 5, 2001 


